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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of a holding device in the reply filed on April 
7, 2008 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 and 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Younie (US 6,217,000, of record). As best depicted in Figure 14, Younie teaches a 
holding device comprising a support element in which a first region 44 and second 
region 48 press against an item 24. The reference further teaches that the respective 
regions of the support element can be formed of multiple materials having different 
coefficients of thermal expansion (which equates to different pressure applications) 
(Column 4, Lines 25-35). As such, the holding device of Younie is capable of satisfying 
the claimed pressure relationship. It is emphasized that the claims as currently drafted 
are directed to a holding device and it is only required that the device be capable of 
operating at the claimed pressure conditions (it is not required for the reference to 
expressly disclose the claimed pressure condition). Lastly, the claim requires that the 
support element (second region) is fixedly arranged in the holding device at a pivot 
point. Although each of the regions of the support element are fastened with multiple 
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fasteners, the assembly can still be viewed as being arranged at a pivot point. In 
particular, the region 48, which contacts the item but does not apply a substantial 
amount of pressure, is fixedly arranged at a hypothetical pivot point located in the center 
of the widthwise extent of said region 48. It is emphasized that t he claims are not 
directed to a method in which the region is pivoted around a pivot point- the claims only 
require that the region be capable of being pivoted around such a point. In this 
instance, the hypothetical center point can be viewed as a pivot point. 

Regarding claim 4, Figure 14 depicts such an arrangement, it being noted that 
the claimed arrangement does not further define the structure of the claimed holding 
device. 

With respect to claim 5, the holding device of Younie is capable of holding an 
item in accordance to the claimed invention- it is emphasized, though, that the claims 
are directed to a holding device and not a system comprising said holding device and 
an item containing a core and a beam frame surrounding s core and including at least 
two beams (limitations are directed to structure of item, not claimed holding device). 

Regarding claim 6, the holding device of Younie has the capability of having 
regions that satisfy the claimed relationship. It is emphasized that the claims are 
directed to a holding device and the amount of pressure applied by respective regions 
does not further define the structure of the claimed holding device. 
4. Claims 1 and 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kaneko (JP 2003-291 127). As best depicted in Figures 1 and 4, Kaneko teaches a 
holding device comprising a first region 40 and a second region 30 that is pivotably fixed 



Application/Control Number: 10/526,482 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1791 

(Abstract). In view of this arrangement, the holding device of Kaneko is capable of 
satisfying the claimed pressure relationship. 

Regarding claim 4, the claimed arrangement does not further define the structure 
of the claimed holding device (holding device of Kaneko is capable of satisfying claimed 
relationship). 

With respect to claim 5, the holding device of Kaneko is capable of holding an 
item in accordance to the claimed invention- it is emphasized, though, that the claims 
are directed to a holding device and not a system comprising said holding device and 
an item containing a core and a beam frame surrounding s core and including at least 
two beams (limitations are directed to structure of item, not claimed holding device). 

Regarding claim 6, the holding device of Kaneko has the capability of having 
regions that satisfy the claimed relationship. It is emphasized that the claims are 
directed to a holding device and the amount of pressure applied by respective regions 
does not further define the structure of the claimed holding device. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin R. Fischer whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1215. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (571) 272-1226. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Justin Fischer 

/Justin R Fischer/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

July 18, 2008 



